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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals the district court's order affirm ng her
conviction, but remanding the case to the magistrate judge to
det erm ne whet her a presentence report is required. We dism ss the
appeal for lack of jurisdiction because the order is not appeal -
able. This court may exercise jurisdictiononly over final orders,*
and certain interlocutory and collateral orders.? In crinminal
cases, final judgnent means that sentence has been entered.® The
parties acknowl edge intheir briefs that this appeal has brought to
a halt the resentenci ng proceedi ng before the magi strate judge. The
order here appealed is neither a final order nor an appeal abl e
I nterlocutory or collateral order.

We di sm ss the appeal as interlocutory. W di spense with oral
argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not

aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

1 28 U.S.C. § 1291 (1988).

228 U.S.C. § 1292 (1988); Fep. R CvV. P. 54(b); Cohen v.
Beneficial Industrial Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949).

® Berman v. United States, 302 U S. 211, 212-13 (1937).




